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plane In the'earliest days of the Cold
‘War, it was the State Department that!
.« kept urging a big military buildup to”
furnish “support for our political pos1-

m.css over uncontrolled military ex-, ‘cooled the State Department's enthusi- | the, politician, who must at least give ‘;z

reconciling - competing interests if he
hopes to get re-elected, but those of 't
'the crisis manager. L o ',

Dean ' Rusk’ characterized his - per-
‘sonal goal “in. offlce- as. Secretary of

i R i ™

- tion,” while the Def
. television set could believe, the crodi w t efense Departmentlsmte ‘as handing the Berlin crisis over’

sct more modest goals for itself 'to his successor "in no worse. shaper )
‘ 2‘;::: gz‘: :;:ui-?gi :?x;térri):u: g:zz:;_ Secretary of State Dean Acheson, ‘than he“found it. 'I'his 1s the. m’a,mage.
* % tion, the leaders of the military estab.r 1ot the Joint Chiefs of Staff, made the rlal or “keep: the ball bouncing” view 1|
"‘.lxshr’nent have been challenged to pro- first recommendations to -commit U.S. .ol‘ statecraft chamctpristnc of those:’
duce facts and rational arguments to, Military forces to repel the Korean in- [Who count. on. being: SOmewhere else.

B R

o

-~

- vasion. Gen. Matthew Ridgway, chief !
- justify their claim to the biggest bite: ,

"of the tax dollar. Credentials alone are-°f statf of the Army, opposed John
* no longer enough. {Foster Dulles' proposal to intervene:

P . R

- -

- al national sccurity slogans about the Joint Chiefs opposed Walt Rostow
.Soviet threat or the Chinese threat, no:Plan to invade Laos in 1961,

did not recommend
' bloodcurdling the rheto-, The military
?:3 btﬁoﬁ::ncqloznﬁuﬁastf in the Pen- {commitment of forces either to aid the t

“tagon, the inevitable by-products of, Hungarian rcvblut;(‘),rl; or })0 t(l’élrL‘ilﬁ‘:;l ’
_any institution with too much moncy' the Berlin ‘Wall en Dav

to spend, are finally under attack, Al ihal, the ecivilian chairman of the
" patriotic American can only hope the:
-attack will grow.
Nevertheless,
are not the primary target of a seriou
i political effort to shift from the econ: harder, . .- s
fomy of death to the economy of life. ' o :
iThe principal militarists in America. The Managerml Vlew :
,wear three-button suits. They are civil-; HO ARE THE KEY exvmap ior-
“ians in everything but outlook. Not the! - elgn pollcy declsion-makers? How

;gcncrnls but the national sccurity man-i* does one get to be a national Bccurity

L

iy

Atomic Energy Commission, asked the
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have held the very top positions, %
yof State and Defense, the Secretarles’
of the :three services the chairman
of the Atomic Bnergy -Commission and .
the director of the CIA, we find that* a
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